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CHANGES SINCE LAST 
MEETING (9/11/03)
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Results for MERCURY
Summary of results for the Framework 
to Assess Management of GLBTS Level 
1 Substances applied to the U.S. 
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ASSESSMENT OF U.S. MERCURY 
USE GOAL – Need to determine 
whether there is a sufficient basis to set 
a new goal

Challenge goal met Sufficient data 
available Criteria established 
Levels exceed criteria Opportunities 
for GLBTS to effect further reduction 

Not lake specific Can new 
challenge goals be established? 
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GLBTS Level 1 SubstancesGLBTS Level 1 SubstancesResults for OCS
Summary of results for the 
Framework to Assess Management of 
GLBTS Level 1 Substances applied to 
OCS:

OVERALL ASSESSMENT -
Inactive Level 1 Status & Periodic 
Reassessment

All challenge goals met Insufficient  
data available High priority for 
monitoring No basis for active 
management by GLBTS
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Have criteria 
been recorded 

(e.g., GLI or 
other)?

Is monitoring 
data available?

Do levels in 
Biota, Air, Water, 

etc., exceed 
criteria?

Is there 
ability to impact 
sources & levels 

in the basin?

CEPA-TOXIC UNEP CEC
(PSL1, PSL2, & DSL)

PBTI BTS Level II EPA OSW

Low Priority

Create Nomination Package for BTS:

Is the 
trend 

increasing?

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES & Criteria

NO

NO

NO

NO

NOMINATION LISTS

Is there evidence 
of Basin effects?

Is there 
monitoring data 

available?

Submission to 
Binational Executive 

Committee

High Priority 
for Criteria 

Development

EC or EPA Nomination 
for Consideration 
(including LaMPs)

Principally, 
lake 

specific?

Refer to LaMP 
process

NO

NO

NO

High Priority for 
Monitoring

YES

YES

YES & No 
Criteria

• Justification
• Baseline
• Reduction timeline
• Reduction Percentage

NO

YES

Active       
Level 1 Status

&          
Periodic 

Reassessment 
by GLBTS

GLBTS Level 1 Substances

Framework to Assess Management of GLBTS Level 1 Substances

Have 
criteria been 
established 
(e.g., GLI or 

other)?

Recommend 
referral to 
another 
program

High 
Priority 

for 
Monitoring

Inactive    
Level 1 Status

&          
Periodic 

Reassessment 
by GLBTS

NO

YES

YES YES

NO

NO

YES
No further work 

required

NO

YES

NO*

YES

NO

NO

Do we have 
environmental or 

health data to assess 
the impact of the 
substance in the 

Basin?

Is there concern 
based on 

use/release/ 
exposure data or on 

the precautionary 
principle?

YESNO

* See Appendix 

NO

YES YES NO

Refer to 
LaMP

process

Prepare 
Submission 
to BEC for 

New 
Challenge 

Goals

YES

Is the
trend 

decreasing?

Do 
levels 

in biota, air, 
water, etc. 

exceed 
criteria?

Have Canada and 
the U.S. agreed that 

virtual elimination 
has been 
achieved?

Ability             
for GLBTS       

to effect further 
reductions in 
the Basin?

Have the challenge 
goals for the substance 

been met?

Can new 
challenge goals 
be established?

Principally, 
lake specific?  

GLBTS Level 1 SubstancesGLBTS Level 1 SubstancesNEXT STEPS

Address any concerns with 
current framework
In January 2004, brief the BEC
With approval of the BEC, 
commence review and 
assessment of Level 1 substances


